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Tile EUROPEAN SOGKLAL 
FORUM 


Content 
1- The threat over the European Social Forum (By ESF Italian Coordination) 
Silvio Berlusconi is starting to play with the social movements. He is organizing rumors that his government 
will lift the Schengen agreement during the ESF. The Italian coordination is asking for a very strong response 
even if this attempt is not yet a confirmed decision. Please contact Italian embassies around the world and 
express your concerns about this. (Spread the word, thank you) 
2- WTO Tidbits (By omc. marseille) 
The question of subsidies continues to block post-Doha agricultural negotiations; Brazil moves to lodge a 
complaint with the DSB against the EU and the US for subsidies on sugar and cotton; both Brazil and 
Argentina cite instances of gross disregard by the EU for established trade rulings; in an informal 
referendum, Brazilians vote massively against signing the FTAA; the European Court of Justice rules that 
social and environmental considerations could weigh in awarding public markets; the World Bank, faced with 
criticism from all sides, accuses the developed countries of hypocrisy. 
3- Cross-Union Solidarity Boosts University of California Clerical Workers on Strike (by 
Michael-David Sasson and Margy Wilkinson) 
“We are Family” and Aretha Franklin’s “Respect” rang out from the P.A. system as one thousand clerical 
strikers ignored Oakland police officers to dance in a four-lane downtown city street. The songs were a fitting 
recap of the lessons we had taught ourselves, other University of California staff, students, and the 
administration of the country’s largest public university system. 
4- Laying the Goundwork for Cancun: Another Doha “Success” (By Aileen Kwa) 
Despite the fact that the Cancun WTO ministerial is twelve months away, the influential members of the WTO 
have already started their work in ensuring that the configuration of factors which made Doha a 'success' for 
them can be repeated. 
5- Activists plan to shut down the WTO meeting (By Marina Carman & Dave Mills) 
A meeting initiated by the No WTO network was held on September 21 to discuss protest actions against a 
World Trade Organisation (WTO) meeting of trade ministers to be held on November 14-15. Around 100 
people from many groups participated. 
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The threat over the European Social Until now, there is no official confirmation of it. 


Forum : ae 
We decided to open a very strong campaign in order 
By ESF Italian Coordination to stop this decision before it will became a reality. 


agreements with the Local Auhorities and the Local 
Representative of the Government in Florence, a 
very bad rumor appeared today in some newpapers. 


It seems the Italian Government is planning to 
suspend the Shenghen agreements' application 
during the ESF week. 


Representatives in Florence, as a symbolic action, 
explaining it's impossible to go on with the technical 
negotiations until we will know by sure which kind 
of scenario we will have in front of us. 


In the Parliament today several parlamentarians 
from different parties asked formally the 
Government for an answer, and are planning other 
kind of pressures. 
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We are trying to organize a campaign at the level of 
the European Parliament. 


We asked the Local Authorities in Florence to 
express clearly against this decision, and it seems 
they will do it. 


There has been a press conference today. In the 
next days we will go on with a press campaign, and 
a specific campaign devoted to the citizens in 
Florence. And of course, we will go on with the 
preparation of the ESF! 


We need your support! 


We ask you to organize press conferences in your 
country to ask the Italian Goverment not to take 
this decision. 


We ask you to send official statement to the Italian 
Government through the Italian Embassies and the 
Consulates, organizing -where possible- symbolic 
actions in front of the Embassies. 


We ask you to involve intellectuals, politicians and 
prominent people to write appeals. 


We ask you to send statements by all the 
international neworks and coalitions. 


Please, send copies of these statements in the 
mailing list. 


We believe it's possibile to stop this decision. But 
we have very very short time. According to our 
informations, it can become official at the end of 
this week. So, we have to move quickly. 


Let's defend together our rights! A Europe without 
citizens' participation is a Europe’ without 
democracy. 

Thank you very much to all of you. 

The ESF Italian Coordination 

WTO Tidbits 


By the Attac work group on international treaties, 
Marseilles 


1)The demand of the Cairns Group for "total 
liberalisation of agriculture without giving anything 
in exchange could scuttle the negotiations." 
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The talks of 24-25 September turned on the subject 
of the future of the system of agricultural subsidies 
at the international level. The "Partisans of 
Multifunctionality", i.e. the EU, Japan = and 
Switzerland, very definitely maintained that they 
could not negotiate any further reductions of their 
subsidies unless the Blue Box (subsidies requiring a 
limitation of production) was maintained and the 
application of the Green Box (support causing little 
or no trade distortion) was made more flexible. In 
order to give them reasons for further liberalisation 
in the sector, the other Members must show their 
willingness to negotiate additional rulings for non- 
commercial subjects both in the agricultural domain 
itself, in labelling, the precautionary principle and 
geographical indications of origin. Hence the 
warning above, given by the Swiss negotiator. 


The Doha mandate only envisaged a "substantial 
reduction" of the Amber Box (subsidies entailing 
trade distortion effects); the total elimination of 
these would be too radical to enable them to 
continue with reforms. Norway continues to propose 
two rates; one for export products, another for the 
domestic market 


2)10 Million Brazilians vote against the FTAA (Free 
Trade Area of the Americas) : 


60 associative organisms set up an_ informal 
referendum from which it appears that 98 % of the 
10.1 million participants are against Brazil signing 
the FTAA. Almost as many (96 %) think Brazil 
should withdraw from the negotiations which should 
be finalized by 2005. The textile industry was one of 
the few sectors to support the FTAA, in the hope of 
appropriating a large slice of the US and Latin 
American markets. 


3)European legislation on public markets could 
influence the position of the EU at the WTO: 


The European Court of J ustice recently declared that 
social and environmental criteria could be taken into 
account in considering tenders for public markets. 
This decision, considered particularly important, 
offers a much more flexible approach than all 
interpretations previously given by the Commission, 
whose criteria for obtaining contracts have hinged 
on direct economic benefit for the administrative 
authority. It now remains to be seen what will be 
the consequence of this new judgement on the EU 
position on WTO public market rulings, in which it 
has always defended the principle of contracts being 
obtained on economic grounds. This ruling on social 
and environmental criteria could limit access to the 
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European market for other countries, less able to 
fulfil these criteria than the Europeans. 


4DSB Brazil contests EU and US subsidies, 
respectively on sugar and cotton : 


In this suit, Brazil has received the support of 
Australia, and probably of West African countries. 


As regards the complaint against European 
subsidies on sugar, this mainly targets exports of 
what is called the "C" sugar quota. This covers the 
production of sugar over and above the quota for 
domestic production which cannot be sold on the 
local market in the year of production. Thanks to 
export subsidies, this sugar is sold on the 
international market at a price which, according to 
Brazil, is below the production cost. Brazil 
particularly targets the export subsidies on 1.6 
million tonnes of sugar imported from the ACP 
countries on preferential terms then re-exported at 
a subsidized price. In this way, Brazil maintaines, 
the EU flouts numerous clauses of the Agreements 
on Agriculture, on Subsides and Counter-measures, 
and the GATT. 


The EU agricultural negotiator declared that Brazil's 
complaint came "at a bad time", and contributed to 
"casting a pall over negotiations and radicalizing 
positions." He attempted to divide the developing 
countries, with Brazil and the other exporting 
countries of the Cairns Group on the one hand, and 
the ACP countries on the other. 


For the Brazilians, on the contrary, the level of EU 
imports from ACP countries would remain stable, or 
would even increase, if European sugar production 
diminished. 


As concerns its complaint against US subsidies to 
American cotton producers, Brazil affirms that the 
different subsidies accorded to US_ producers 
depreciates world prices. Brazil considers that the 
US cannot take cover behind the immunity normally 
granted under the "peace clause" of the Agreement 
on Agriculture, which protects countries using 
subsidies in conformity with the agreement from 
being prosecuted before the DSB for illegal 
subsidies (Art. 13). This immunity is valid only in so 
far as the level of subsidies does not rise beyond 
the 1992 level. Brazil maintains that from that date 
on, the US has doubled the assistance to their 
producers in the form of subsidies. 


In the meantime, Oxfam has published a Report 
entitled "Cultivating Poverty : the consequences of 
US cotton subsidies on Africa." This report could 
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encourage African countries, especially those of the 
West African Economic and Monetary Union 
(WAEMU), to attack the US cotton subsidies, or in 
any case to make civil society and governments 
more aware of the developing crisis with which 
African producers are faced. The Agriculture 
Ministers of the WAEMU already met in June in 
Abidjan to seek a strategy for dealing with the crisis 
of the cotton market. 


It seems unlikely in either case that the 
consultations presently being held (the first step 
before lodging the complaint with a DSB panel) will 
lead to a mutually acceptable agreement. 


4)Restrictions on the import of Argentinian wines in 
Europe : 


Argentina has opened proceedings against European 
restrictions on wine imports: the rulings of the 
Council (1493/1999) and of the Commission 
(883/201) define authorized "“wine-producing 
practicies" and the rules governing trade in wine 
between Europe and other countries. Argentina 
maintains that these rulings are more trade 
restrictive than necessary and create a useless 
obstacle to trade in violation of the WTO Technical 
Obstacles to Trade Agreement (TOT). Argentina 
states that in bilateral trade greements with certain 
countries the EU does not take account of 
international norms concerning wine acidification 
(as it should according to Art.2.4 of the TOT 
agreement on the authorized acidification for export 
wines) while the same rights are refused to others. 


5)The World Bank defends itself by putting the 
blame on the developed countries : 


Attacked from within and without, at its annual 
meeting on 29 September, the WB incriminates the 
US and the other developed countries, accusing 
them of hypocrisy in applying a protectionist policy 
at home (especially in agriculture and textiles) while 
prescribing more liberalisation for the developing 
world. 


At the same time, an UNCTAD report entitled 
“Economic Development in Africa : from adjustment 
to the reduction of poverty. What is new?" criticized 
the new method employed by the IMF and the WB 
for reducing poverty in Africa through policies of 
structural adjustment. Instead of "reducing poverty 
and meeting Africa's social needs, this approach in 
no way corrects recognized mistakes, but merely 
adds new elements to the old neoliberal policies of 
the IMF and the WB." 
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Report available at: 
http: //www.unctad.org/en/pub/pogdsafricad2.en.ht 
m 


Contact for this article : omc.marseille@attac. org 





Cross-Union Solidarity Boosts University 
of California Clerical Workers on Strike 


By Michael-David Sasson and Margy Wilkinson 


“We are Family” and Aretha Franklin’s “Respect” 
rang out from the P.A. system as one thousand 
clerical strikers ignored Oakland police officers to 
dance in a four-lane downtown city street. The 
songs were a fitting recap of the lessons we had 
taught ourselves, other University of California staff, 
students, and the administration of the country’s 
largest public university system. 


Since we were in front of UC President Richard 
Atkinson’s office at the time, we can only hope he 
got the message as well. 


This August 26-28 unfair labor practice strike at UC 
Berkeley and at the president’s office received an 
unprecedented level of cross- union solidarity—which 
was exceptionally important due to the large 
number of unions representing different campus 
workers. 


The Coalition of University Employees walked out 
during the first three days of the fall semester to 
protest bad faith bargaining by the UC 
administration over CUE’s second contract. The 
strike was truly member-run, and we watched 
scores of clerical employees step forward and take 
ownership of the strike, developing confidence and 
new skills. We also enjoyed significant support from 
community, political, and religious leaders. 

CUE is an independent and member-run union 
representing 18,000 administrative assistants, 
library Support staff, cashiers, and childcare workers 
throughout California. The striking local represents 
2,300 workers at UC Berkeley and, in Oakland, the 
system-wide Office of the President. A significant 
majority of CUE’s membership statewide are women 
and people of color. 


This strike was the beginning of a process that 
threatens to spread, as strike committees are 
organizing on at least half of the remaining eight 
campuses. 


CROSS-UNION SOLIDARITY 
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At a rowdy meeting in May where CUE members 
voted to send out a strike ballot, we also committed 
to support the nurses represented by another non- 
AFL union, the California Nurses Association. CUE 
members in the hundreds committed to honor CNA 
picket lines for their planned one-day strike, which 
in the end was averted when the nurses’ contract 
was settled. 


When it was our turn to strike, CNA returned the 
favor and announced their own sympathy strike 
despite employer threats of legal action and 
discipline. 


CUE formed in 1995, and in 1997 replaced AFSCME 
as the union for clericals at UC. However, AFSCME 
still represents other, non-clerical staff at UC. In 
spite of this history, many AFSCME members did 
come out to the picket lines to show their support— 
and AFSCME staff encouraged them to do so on 
their breaks and before shift. On the other hand, 
they were the only union that worked to enforce the 
“no-strike” clause in their contract, and even went 
so far as to call people in the evenings who had 
honored the picket lines to tell them they needed to 
cross the following day and show up at work. 


Graduate student instructors, represented by the 
United Auto Workers, also have a “no strike” clause 
but jumped in and did phonebanking to call their 
members out of the classroom and onto the picket 
lines, where they were active and visible in large 
numbers. The Union of Professional and Technical 
Employees (UPTE/CWA) announced the strike to 
their members, encouraged support, and promised 
union protection if anyone risked discipline by 
exercising their right not to cross a picket line, but 
did not actively organize their membership to 
support the strike. 


SEIU Local 1877 janitors working for private 
subcontractors at the university met with CUE Vice 
President Lucy Montanez. The janitors—along with 
friends from Hotel Employees (HERE) Local 2850 
and EBASE (a union-friendly § community 
organization) —helped solidify early morning pickets. 


Early-morning tactical squads of clericals holding 
strike sanction signs provided by the teachers union 
(AFT) caused union construction crews to honor 
picket lines, with the result that the strike closed 
down many large construction sites across campus. 


TEACHERS AND PARTNERS 


Lecturers, represented by the AFT, were our closest 
partners in the strike. Their three-day job action 
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protesting UC’s bad faith bargaining began with the 
first two days of classes, at which lecturers held 
discussions about the meaning of the strike. On the 
third day, hundreds of classes were cancelled and 
AFT members joined the picket lines. This, as well 
as the support of a campus Student Labor Action 
Coalition, was key in organizing undergraduate 
student sympathy. 


The AFT was also critical because they successfully 
petitioned the Alameda County Labor Council for 
strike sanction. The AFL-CIO constitution only 
grants strike sanction to affiliated unions. And while 
some union workers (such as many Teamster UPS 
drivers) will refuse to cross a picket line on 


principle, other union members (such as_ the 
majority of building trades members’ we 
encountered) ask about official strike sanction 


before making up their minds. 
MORE STRIKES TO COME 


As we go to press, it is likely that CUE members on 
four or five additional UC campuses (Davis , 
Riverside, Santa Barbara, Santa Cruz, and San 
Francisco) will engage in a two-day strike action as 
early as October alongside the AFT and, this time, 
possibly UPTE-CWA. AFSCME is considering strike 
action at UC Santa Cruz, where their members do 
not have a contract. Also, CNA and UAW have 
indicated it would not be unreasonable to expect the 
same exceptionally high levels of solidarity across 
the state that the clericals received at UC Berkeley. 


The first clerical-initiated strike in University of 
California history and strong sympathy strikes by 
other campus unions remind us of the vibrant labor 
movement of the past. More important, they point 
the way forward for building a truly rank-and-file- 
run movement to force public employers like 
universities to live up to their responsibilities to 
workers and students. As one popular slogan 
directed at students read, “Our working conditions 
are your learning conditions.” 


[Michael-David Sasson works as a_ scheduling 
assistant in the Computer Science Division at UC 
Berkeley and is president of CUE Local 3. Margy 
Wilkinson is the chief negotiator for CUE statewide. 
This article is not an official CUE statement. ] 


Contact for this article. Marsha Niemeijer 
marsha@labornotes.org Published in collaboration 
with Labor Notes. ‘Labor Notes' is a monthly 
magazine based in Detroit, USA. We are committed 
to reforming and revitalizing the labor movement. 
We report news about the labor movement that you 
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won't find anywhere else. News about grassroots 
labor activity, innovative organizing — tactics, 
international labor struggles, immigrant workers, 
and problems that some union leaders would rather 
keep quiet. Subscribe and receive a copy of ‘Labor 
Notes' in your mailbox! Subscription information can 
be found at our website at www. labornotes.org 





Laying the Goundwork for Cancun: 


Another Doha “Success” 


By Aileen Kwa. Research associate with Focus on 
the Global South based in Geneva 


THE HEAT IS ON... 


Despite the fact that the Cancun WTO ministerial is 
twelve months away, the influential members of the 
WTO have already started their work in ensuring 
that the configuration of factors which made Doha a 
‘success' for them can be repeated. 


While Doha initiated negotiations in a few sectors, 
Cancun could well expand it into a full round and 
also endorse further liberalisation in key sectors, 
such as agriculture and services. On the table in 
Cancun will be the new issues of investment, 
competition policy and transparency in government 
procurement. Here, an explicit consensus by the 
membership will be needed to decide whether or 
not negotiations on these issues will be launched. 


The stakes are very high for the developed 
countries suffering from a long drawn recession. 
They are also bent on ensuring that the WTO 
liberalisation bicycle, which collapsed in Seattle and 
was put back on its tracks in Doha, is given added 
momentum in Cancun. For developing countries, 
more liberalisation of agriculture and services and 
expansion of the WTO mandate through new 
agreements will further tighten the economic noose 
around their necks and is predicted to prove more 
damaging for them than even the_ infamous 
Uruguay Round. 


RECREATING THE DOHA CONFIGURATION OF 
FACTORS WHICH LED TO 'SUCCESS' 


The particular combination of factors that were 
created by the major powers, which led to Doha 
ending successfully for the US and EU, included: 


- Ambassador Harbinson as chair of the general 
council managed to produce an unbracketed text 
indicating that a consensus existed when there was 
none 
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- A series of mini-ministerials and Green Room 
meetings of about 23 countries which excluded the 
majority 


- ‘Flexibility’ in process, that is, breaking of 
procedural rules in order to manufacture a 
consensus 


- Carefully times and well-placed doses of bilateral 
pressures. This included the post September 11 
‘with us or against us' threats 


- Breaking down the coalition of developing 
countries and isolating ‘hard liners' such as India. 


While still one year to Cancun, these configuration 
of factors are now systematically being put in place. 


HARBINSON 


It is no surprise that ex-Hong Kong's Ambassador, 
Stuart Harbinson was elected this year as Chair of 
the Agriculture Committee (the most controversial 
and sensitive issue at the WTO) while he was still 
representing Hong Kong. On 10 september he took 
up a new position as the right hand man / chef de 
cabinet of the new Director General, Supachai. 
Developing countries opposing his continuation as 
agriculture chair as he takes on the Secretariat 
position have come under bilateral pressures or 
have found themselves isolated on this issue. 


Harbinson's style is "to construct a balance of 
interests in which everybody gives something and 
everybody gets something..." except that 
developing countries end up paying a very heavy 
price and receive nothing that is even distantly 
meaningful. 


MINI-MINISTERIALS 


The major powers organised pre-Doha two mini- 
ministerials when they realized that the Geneva 
process was hitting the brick wall. Mini- ministerials 
can be useful in terms of getting ministers of a core 
group of countries in line by making bilateral deals 
on the side. The process is continued during the 
Ministerial, where the same core group is called 
upon in the Green Room and the package is 
knocked together. This has the effect of 
marginalizing those that are excluded. The package 
is then presented to the rest (that is the majority) 
on a take-it-or-leave it basis, with the underlying 
threat that any country opposing such a consensus 
package will pay the price (in terms of termination 
of preferential trading arrangements etc). 
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After Doha, Ambassador Boniface Chidyausiku of 
Zimbabwe recounted his experience of the pre-Doha 
process: ‘The major countries realized they could 
not beat the Geneva process. Developing countries 
had built capacity in the Geneva process. Realising 
that they could not put their agenda through 
Geneva, they started to have meetings amongst a 
small group of members." 


The meeting that changed things was the one held 
in Mexico (at the end of August). After Mexico, 
people started to see things differently. It was again 
a selected group. The follow-up to that meeting was 
Singapore, eventhough the DG said it was not a 
WTO meeting. However, both the chair of the 
general council and the DG were present. They also 
asked the Singapore ambassador to give a brief to 
the entire membership. According to press reports, 
what transpired in Singapore is very close to what 
was agreed in Doha. 


This method lacks transparency and is a relic of the 
GATT, where countries that were strong trading 
nations came together and tried to push their 
agenda on to others’. 


THE SYDNEY MINI-MINISTERIAL A mini-ministerial 
has already been planned for November 14-15 in 
Sydney. Only 23 countries have been invited but 
the line-up of countries is significant. The ‘strident’ 
voices of any weight are of course included, such as 
India. Also included are representatives of African 
countries that for some years now have been under 
the influence of the major powers and have been 
groomed to break the African Group coalition at 
strategic points. 


Apart from the host, Australia, the 23 countries 
invited are: Quad countries: US, EU, Canada, J apan 
Other Developed Countries: Korea, New Zealand, 
Switzerland Asian: China, India, Indonesia, 
Malaysia, Singapore, Thailand Latin America and 
Caribbean: Brazil, Colombia, Mexico and 1 
Caribbean representative Africa: Egypt, Kenya, 
Lesotho, Nigeria, Senegal, South Africa 


This is not very different from the usual 25 or so 
Green Room participants, with a few, important 
changes changes. For one, it is very significant that 
Pakistan has not been invited, an illustration of their 
weakened role since September 11 and the removal 
of their well-known and_ out-spoken Geneva 
ambassador, Munir Akram, earlier this year. 


LAYING THE GROUNDWORK FOR BILATERAL DEALS 
WITH STRATEGIC DEVELOPING COUNTRIES 
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Also interesting are the selected African countries. 
At Doha, it was the representatives of the African 
Group (Nigeria), and the LDCs (Tanzania) that were 
brought into the Green Room meetings. These 
countries came under pressure and this led to 
carefully negotiated group positions collapsing at 
the Ministerial. 


Of the African countries on the Sydney invitation 
list, it is well-known that South Africa and Egypt (to 
a large extent) sing the tune of the US and EU. 
Kenya and Nigeria have also been frequently 
accosted by the US. In Doha, Kenya was leading the 
ACP countries and its Minister Biwott was the one 
responsible for putting the ACP waiver on the table, 
clearly after having been manipulated by the 
influential members. Kenya is currently leading the 
African Group in the WTO and_ unfortunately, 
because it has succumbed to pressures by the big 
countries, has not provided strong leadership to 
date. 


It is likely that either Kenya or Nigeria will be again 
representing the African Group in Cancun. Their 
invitation to Sydney shows that the majors are 
already starting to build an understanding with their 
Ministers and to commence negotiations with them. 
Of the LDCs, only Lesotho and Senegal have been 
invited. Already, Lesotho has shown signs that it 
often acts under the influence of South Africa (more 
on Lesotho in the later section). 


All ministers invited have already signaled that they 
will attend the mini- Ministerial (as of mid- 
September) with the exception of China. According 
to an Indian official, their preference would be that 
such an exclusionary meeting does not take place, 
but as long as it does, it's better to be there. 


AGRICULTURE WILL TAKE CENTRE-STAGE 


So far there is no formal agenda for Sydney, but it 
does not take great imagination to figure that 
agriculture will take center-stage. The meeting 
takes place just a month before the secretariat's 
chef de cabinet cum chair of the agriculture 
committee, Stuart Harbinson, releases his draft new 
agriculture agreement. 


Agriculture is also turning out to be the most 
contentious issue in the run- up to Cancun. The 
majors in the agriculture negotiations (US, EU and 
Australia) will have to come to an agreement but 
the task before them, to be addressed in Sydney, 
would be for Australia and US to mend the splits 
within the Cairns Group and bribe or pressure 
countries, such as Indonesia, to remain on board. 
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(See article above.) Their other critical task is to sell 
their position to those outside the Cairn Group, such 
as India and the African representatives. 


There are also some very entrenched differences 
between the EU and the Cairns position, including 
the formula for tariff cuts and the extent of 
domestic support reductions. Various package deals 
will no doubt have to be made between EU and the 
various Cairns members. 


BREAKING ALL PROCEDURAL RULES! 'FLEXIBILITY' 
IN PROCESS 


Breaking the procedural rules was a major factor 
leading to Doha's' outcome. Vagueness_ of 
procedures provided developed countries the space 
to manipulate the negotiating process in order to 
suit their interests. It also gave them _ the 
opportunity to marginalize or subvert the views of 
developing countries, for instance, by picking 
chairpersons who were 'friends of the round' and by 
holding all night Green Room meetings of 20 or so 
countries in Doha. 


LIKE-MINDED GROUP (LMG) PROPOSAL 


So bad was the pre-Doha and Doha process, that it 
led 15 developing countries, spearheaded by India, 
to submit a paper to the General Council in April 
this year on what should be an appropriate process. 
Some key concerns they highlighted were based on 
what should have, but did not take place: 


Preparatory Process in Geneva 


a) Consultations should be transparent and open- 
ended. 


b) Draft ministerial declaration should be based on 
consensus. Where this is not possible, such 
differences should be fully and appropriately 
reflected. If the majority of the membership has 
strong opposition to the inclusion of any issue in the 
draft ministerial declaration, then such an issue 
should not be included. 


c) A draft ministerial declaration can only be 
forwarded to the Ministerial Conference by the 
General Council upon consensus to do so. 


Process at Ministerial Conferences: 


d) The chairpersons including facilitators...should be 
identified by consensus in the preparatory process 
in Geneva, through consultations among © all 
Members. 
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e) Consultations by chairperson/ facilitator should be 
at open-ended meetings only. The chairperson / 
facilitator could convene meetings of proponents 
and opponents on the subject assigned and any 
other interested Member should be free to join such 
meetings... the schedule of each meeting shall be 
announced at least a few hours before the meeting. 


f) All negotiating texts and draft decisions should be 
introduced only in open-ended meetings. 


g) Any new draft on specific issues should be 
circulated to all Members well in advance so that 
Members have sufficient time to consider them. 


Such reasonable suggestions, were met. by 
tremendous opposition by some countries in J une. 


PROCESS PROPOSAL LED BY AUSTRALIA 


A grouping of eight countries - Australia, Canada, 
Hong Kong China, Korea, Mexico, New Zealand, 
Singapore and Switzerland -- replied with their own 
process paper. Their position, contrary to the LMG 
paper said that, "In a Member-driven organization 
processes need to be kept flexible. We need to 
avoid rigidities." 


They emphasized instead, that "Prescriptive and 
detailed approaches to the preparatory processes 
are inappropriate and will not create the best 
circumstances for consensus to emerge in the 
Cancun meeting." The argument they use is that "in 
processes of this sort much depends on members' 
level of ambition and the force with which they 
pursue individual objectives. Ultimately consensus 
will be achievable only if members are prepared to 
moderate these objectives and take a wider view of 
what their interests require. Restraint and flexibility 
will be essential." 


Clearly, the strategy for how the Quad countries 
and allies want Cancun played out has been laid 
down. The same breaking of rules should be allowed 
in the interests of achieving 'consensus'. For an 
organization that is supposedly ‘rules-based’ it is 
rather shocking that procedural rules, because they 
work against the interests of the influential, are so 
flagrantly broken. 


The LMG had submitted their paper in conjunction 
with the request that procedural guidelines should 
be established. The Chair of the General Council 
promised to convene consultations after the August 
break on this issue. It is not surprising that already 
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one month after the summer break, no 
consultations have been held on this matter. 


One developing country ambassador post-Doha puts 
these issues in perspective, "the informality of the 
process means that, in fact, it is a process of 
consultation and discussion behind closed doors. In 
that process, it means that those with clout will 
carry the most weight. There are few countries that 
would challenge a decision that has been put 
forward as a done deal." 


BILATERAL PRESSURES 


Doha would also not have ‘succeeded’ without the 
bilateral pressures that were exerted in capitals. As 
the Ministerial approached and Geneva-based 
ambassadors remained intransigent, more attention 
was put in capitals. EU trade commissioner Pascal 
Lamy, US trade representative Robert Zoellick, the 
DG at the time, Mike Moore and various US trade 
representative officials worked hard criss-crossing 
the world courting strategic developing country 
ministers. The ambassadors of the US, based in the 
capitals of developing countries, also visited 
ministers and officials. Bilateral pressures were also 
intense during the Ministerial itself. 


This has again taken place. For example, US 
missions based in the developing countries have 
been selling its agriculture position to officials of 
these countries. This has had quite a significant 
impact on agriculture negotiations in Geneva - as 
previously bold positions put forward by developing 
countries are now under attack and are being 
watered down. For example, El Salvador, who was 
part of the 'Development Box' coalition of countries 
(asking for protection of their agricultural sector), 
announced in the market access agriculture session 
in early September that they supported the position 
of the United States advocating drastic tariff 
reductions. 


Also, before Doha, ambassadors based in Geneva 
who pursued positions contrary to those of the 
majors and who refused to be silenced were 
targeted - and complaints about them were made to 
their bosses - ministers, even heads of states of 
their country. 


This year, the same pressures have continued. The 
determined Ambassador of the Dominican Republic 
Federico Cuello was removed at the end of August 
because of his active role in the Like Minded Group 
Coalition. Likewise, the outspoken Ambassador of 
Pakistan was given a promotion and sent to New 
York earlier this year. 
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BREAKING THE COALITION OF 
COUNTRIES 


DEVELOPING 


The divide and rule strategy was another crucial 
factor in the 'success' of Doha. At this juncture, 
similar strategies are being used to make coalitions 
of developing countries impotent, in particular, the 
Like Minded Group and the African Group. 


One example is the African Group position on 
finding an expeditious solution to the TRIPS and 
health issue. The Doha TRIPS and Public Health 
Declaration noted that Members with insufficient or 
no manufacturing capacities in the pharmaceutical 
sector could face difficulties in making effective use 
of compulsory licensing. A solution to this problem 
is to be reported to the General Council by end 
2002. 


The African Group position calls for a variety of 
elements to be used in order for countries to find a 
solution that best addresses the public health crisis 
in their country when manufacturing capability does 
not exist. Their position is that an authoritative 
interpretation of Article 30 dealing with exceptions 
to the exclusive rights conferred by a patent is 
insufficient. Amending Article 31 dealing with 
compulsory liscensing is also insufficient. The EU 
position is that Article 31 should be amended, but in 
the interim, a waiver should be allowed until such 
an amendment is agreed to at the ministerial level. 
In contrast, the African Group is asking for all of 
these measures to be allowed, and that the waiver 
should be accepted as an interim, not a final 
solution. 


Quite unexpectedly, in the last TRIPS Council 
meeting, Lesotho, without prior consultation with 
the African Group, presented a proposal stating that 
the waiver would be a sufficient solution, hence 
breaking the ranks of the African Group. 


The fact that Lesotho clearly towing the line of 
certain influential countries has been invited to the 
Sydney Mini- ministerial, is not good news for either 
the African Group or the LDC coalition. 


SHORT TERM PAIN OR LONG TERM LOSS 


This configuration of factors, when brought 
together, make it quite difficult for developing 
country officials to effectively oppose an agenda 
that does not serve their interests. Opposition in 
WTO negotiations, taken to its conclusion, means 
igniting real possibilities of facing severe censure of 
one form or another. The circumstances and choices 
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put before Southern governments are indeed 
treacherous. It does not bode well that even the 
best intentioned government officials usually come 
pre-programmed to be pragmatic to the point of 
being myopic, since they tend to agree to long-term 
devastating losses in order to avoid short-term 
pain. Add to this the post-September 11 political 
climate, governments of the South seem to be 
quickly loosing their ground. 


Unless groups can exert enough political pressure at 
the national level on their to stand by certain 
positions -- such as no more liberalisation in 
agriculture and services and no new agreements on 
investment -- we may well spend the next twenty 
years righting the wrongs of Cancun. 


Contact for this article. Nicola Bullard 
N.Bullard@focusweb.org - Focus on the Global 
South (FOCUS) - c/o CUSRI, Chulalongkorn 
University - Bangkok 10330 THAILAND - Tel: 662 
218 7363/7364/7365/ 7383 - Fax: 662 255 9976 - 
Web Page http://www. focusweb.org 








Activists plan to shut down the WTO 
meeting 


By Marina Carman & Dave Mills 


SYDNEY - A meeting initiated by the No WTO 
network was held on September 21 to discuss 
protest actions against a World Trade Organisation 
(WTO) meeting of trade ministers to be held on 
November 14-15. Around 100 people from many 
groups participated. 


The select group of trade ministers will discuss how 
to further enforce the international "free trade" 
agenda that has devastated the lives of millions 
around the world. 


The activists’ "spokescouncil" decided to endorse a 
number of common actions which all will support. A 
“unity march" will be held on November 14, starting 
at noon at Hyde Park. It is being organised by a 
coalition initiated by the Australian Fair Trade and 
Investment Network. 


Other participants reported that a bloc opposing 
the impending US war against Iraq will be organised 
as part of the unity rally. They pointed out that the 
world's political and economic leaders enforce their 
will with war. 


Inspired by a similar march before the 2001 G8 
protests in Genoa, a "Free Movement of People" 
march will be held on November 13, starting at 5pm 
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at Sydney Town Hall. Other actions are being 
planned around education and other issues. Media, 
medical and legal collectives are up and running. 


The meeting also decided to endorse the goal of 
shutting down the WTO meeting. Given that the 
venue of the meeting is not yet known, the meeting 
decided to publicise a 7am convergence at a "venue 
to be announced". 


Other options were to blockade a different site if 
the venue remains secret, or start the blockade on 
the second day. On September 24, Channel 9 news 
reported that the venue would be the Stamford 
Plaza Hotel in Double Bay. This has not been 
confirmed. 


The issue will be discussed again at the next 
spokescouncil, set for October 16. 


On September 24, NSW police minister Michael 
Costa announced that he had written to the federal 
government to have them shut down a number of 
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protest web sites because they are "designed to 
incite violence against NSW Police, who will be 
providing security" at the WTO meeting. 


On Channel 9's late news, Costa was shown 
scrolling through the sites, which he claimed were 
urging people to take baseball bats and marbles to 
the November protest. Costa said he was shocked, 
and has written to federal authorities asking for the 
un-named sites to be shut down. It is obvious that 
two of the sites in Costa's sights are Indymedia in 
Sydney and Melbourne. 


Legal support and observers will be present at the 
WTO protests. They will collect evidence on police 
misbehaviour that takes place. 


[The No WTO group meets every Wednesday, 6pm 
at the University of Technology Sydney. Visit 
http: //nowto.cat.org. au. ] 
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(*) coorditrad@attac.org is the email address of an international group of volunteers who coordinate 700 
translators worldwide. You can be part of this group and share your language expertise by helping us publish 
articles and documents. J ust contact them for further details. 


